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North Atlantic Council 


The North Atlantic Council meeting this week in 
London faces fundamental questions about the de- 
fense of the North Atlantic area. The Council is 
composed of the foreign ministers of the twelve 
nations which have signed the North Atlantic Treaty. 
Through the Council, member nations agree on 
measures that each is to take to carry out the pur- 
poses of the Treaty. 


Integrating Defense Forces 


One of the foremost questions before the Council 
is the extent to which armed forces shall be devel- 
oped as a part of the total defense of the North 
Atlantic area, rather than as self-sufficient national 
units. A general strategic plan was worked out by 
the Defense Committee and approved by the Council 
in a previous meeting. This plan involves a degree 
of specialization on the part of each nation. But 
there have been several indications lately that the 
urgency of the situation may require bolder steps 
than have so far been taken. In a recent speech 
General Bradley, U.S. Chief of Staff, suggested that 
the time had come for each nation to relinquish a 
part of its national sovereignty in the defense field. 


Financing Atlantic Defense 


Another major question concerns the financing of 
North Atlantic defense. At the meeting of the De- 
fense Committee at the Hague in April, several of 
the European nations made clear that they could not 
increase their defense budgets to the extent called for 
under the plans and at the same time continue their 
economic recovery. Can and will the United States 
take on a heavier share of the financing? According 
to statements made so far by the Executive branch, 
the military aid program to be proposed to Congress 
for next year is not an expanded one; it is estimated 
at roughly the same size as this year’s, around one 


billion dollars. 
Other Questions 


Suggestions have recently been made for new and 
stronger machinery to coordinate the political, de- 
fense and economic policies of the North Atlantic 
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What’s Happened to the Budget? 


In January, President Truman sent to Congress a 
budget for 1950-1951 of $42.4 billion in costs and $37.3 
billion in income, leaving a deficit of $5.1 billion. 
Because of lower-than-expected tax returns, the gov- 
ernment has revised its expected income downward 
by $1 billion. A Congressional staff of tax experts 
gave an even gloomier picture of the income side of 
the ledger by predicting that income would drop even 
further—by $2 billion—forcing the deficit above the 
$7 billion mark if the government’s costs are not cut. 

It was with this picture of the government’s fi- 
nances that the House began consideration of the 
omnibus appropriations bill of $29.045 billion, which 
does not include foreign aid appropriations. This 
total, as reported out by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, represented a cut of over $1 billion from the 
President’s original request. 


Action on the Floor 


When the bill came to the floor, a large group of 
Congressmen renewed their determination to slash 
another billion dollars from the total. After about 
three weeks of voting on the separate chapters of the 
bill, however, it was evident that budget-cutting on 
a piece-meal basis was easier said than done. A total 
of $450 million was added, of which more than $383 
million was for an increase in the national defense 
budget. However, in surprise moves just before the 
approval of the bill as a whole, the House voted an 
across-the-board cut of $600 million and passed an- 
other amendment which, by forcing federal person- 
nel reductions, would save another $400 million. 
The final tally on the money bill as it went to the 
Senate for approval, then, was $28.9 billion, $2 billion 
below the President’s request. 


Box Score on Home Rule 


Only 36 more signatures are needed on the 


Kennedy discharge petition to bring the D. C. 
home rule bill to the floor of the House. 
Has your Representative signed? 


Number 10 


A U.N. Without Russia? 


The proposal of former President Hoover to re- 
organize the United Nations without the Commu- 
nist countries has again raised questions about the 
basic purposes of the U.N. and its role in the cold war. 

Mr. Hoover maintained that since the Soviet Union 
has been an obstructionist in the U.N. and failed to 
live up to the obligations of the Charter, the United 
Nations should proceed without her. Answers to Mr. 
Hoover came from many quarters, including Secre- 
tary-General Trygve Lie, General Romulo (President 
of the last session of the General Assembly), U.S. 
officials, and spokesmen for other nations such as 
India and Pakistan. 

These points were made: the main purpose of the 
United Nations is to settle disputes peacefully; the 
cold war is itself an added reason for keeping the 
opposing sides together in the United Nations so that 
they may have continuing opportunities to work out 
their differences; any move to oust the Communist 
nations would intensify the East-West split and make 
chances of war more likely; not all nations now in 
the U.N. (for example, India and Pakistan) are will- 
ing to “choose sides” between East and West; as long 
as all nations must live together in one world, there 
is need for a universal world organization open to 


them all. 
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nations. Premier Bidault of France proposed an 
“Atlantic High Council for Peace” to serve this pur- 
pose. He would give greater emphasis to the articles 
of the North Atlantic Treaty which deal with 
“strengthening free institutions” and “economic col- 
laboration.” So far the emphasis has been mainly 
on the defense aspects. 

Another question to occupy an important place on 
the agenda will be the role of Germany in European 
defense. 


Who’s Responsible for 
Natural Resources? 


About $1 billion has been proposed in the 1950- 
1951 federal budget for expenditures on land and 
water resources projects. Authorization has just 
passed the House for additional projects which would 
total over $1.5 billion in appropriations. After the 
appropriations have been approved, the next step is 
to translate these plans from the blueprint stage into 
dams, generators, deeper river channels and irrigation 
ditches. Who will do this job of translation? 


Divided by Three 


At the present time, major responsibility for carry- 
ing out land and water projects is divided principally 
among the Army Corps of Engineers, the Depart- 
ment of Interior and the Department of Agricul- 
ture. The Corps has nation-wide responsibility for 
flood control, rivers and harbors improvements and 
electric power production; the Department of Inte- 
rior for irrigation and power projects in 17 Western 
states; and the Department of Agriculture for land 
management. 


Hoover Commission Proposals 


In its reports on Interior and Agriculture, the 
Hoover Commission recommended that these related 
functions be grouped together in the Department 
of Interior. The Commission also proposed that 
there be established in the Office of the President a 
Board of Impartial Analysis to review and coordinate 
these programs. 

Legislation to carry out these recommendations 
(H.R. 6920 and S. 2833) was introduced into both 
Houses last January and referred to the Committees 
on Expenditures. Neither Committee, however, has 
yet scheduled hearings on these bills. 


* CURRENT LEGISLATION x 


European Recovery Program*: The Senate on May 5 
passed an omnibus foreign aid authorization bill including 
$2,700 million for the European Recovery Program and the 
full $45 million requested for Point Four. The Taft-Ives 
amendment to cut $500 million from E.R.P. funds lost by 
40-40 tie vote. Point Four was included by 37-36 vote. As 
we go to press, the bill is in conference to remove differences 
with House-passed omnibus bill. 


International Trade Organization (H. J. Res. 236%): 
Hearings before House Foreign Affairs Committee ended 
May 12. No bill yet introduced in Senate. 


*Indicates League support. 


Displaced Persons (H. R. 4567*): Conferees met on April 
26 to try to iron out differences between Senate and House 
bills. No agreement was reached. They were expected to 
meet again on May 12. Conferees are: Senators McCarran 
(Nev.), Kilgore (W.Va.), O’Conor (Md.), Ferguson 
(Mich.), Wiley (Wis.); Representatives Celler (N.Y.), 
lar (Pa.), Feighan (O.), Fellows (Me.) and Graham 
(Pa.). | 


D. C. Home Rule (S. 1527*): Only 36 more signatures 
needed on Kennedy Discharge petition. 


Ss 


